for the Ecclesiastical Miracles.          183

necessary to be related by them before any inquiry.
can be made into the truth of the pretension; when
miracles, I say, are reported in this unsatisfactory
manner, (and instances of miracles reported on the spot
by contemporary writers, in such a manner, might be
mentioned,) in this case it would be the height of credu-
lity to pay any regard to them in a distant age, because
no regard could possibly be paid to them in their
own."* Yet it does not appear how this " unsatisfac-
tory manner" in the report can touch the events re-
ported ; if they took place, they were before and quite
independent of the evidence at present existing for
them, be it greater or less; our knowledge or igno-
rance does not create or annihilate facts.

76. Now these passages from Bishop Douglas have
been drawn out, not simply with a view of criticising
him, but in order to direct attention to the fact which
he illustrates, viz., that our feeling towards the Eccle-
sisatical Miracles turns much less on the evidence pro-
ducible for them, than on our view concerning their
antecedent probability. If we think such interposi-
tions of Providence likely or not unlikely, there is quite
enough evidence existing to convince us that they
really do occur; if we think them as unlikely as they
appear to Douglas, Middleton, and others, then even
evidence ,as great as that which is producible for
the miracles of Scripture would not be too much,
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